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ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 

40 CFR Part 300 
. [OSWER-FRL-2690-61 

Amendment to National Oil and Hazardous Substances Contingency Plan: The National 
Priorities List 

AGENCY: Environmental Protection Agency. 
ACTION: Proposed rule. 

SUMMARY: 

The Environmental Protection Agency ("EPA") is proposing the second update to the National 
Priorities List ("NPL"). The NPL is Appendix 6 to the National Oil and Hazardous Substances 
Contingency Plan ("NCP"), which EPA promulgated pursuant to section 105 of the 
Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Act of 1980 (I'CERCLA'I) 
and Executive Order 12316. CERCLA requires that the NPL be revised at least annually, and 
today's notice proposes the second such revision. 

. 

DATES: 

Comments may be submitted on or before December 14,1984. 

[Return to Table of Contents] 

ADDRESSES: 
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Comments may be mailed to: 

Russel H. Wyer 

5/29/03 3:04 P M  



Proposed 49 FR 40320, 10/15/1984, NPL, Superfund, US EPA 
- .  

http://www.epa.gov/superfund/sitednp/npYp84 10 15.ht.m 

Director, Hazardous Site Control Division (NPL Staff) 
Office of Emergency and Remedial Response (WH-548E) 
Environmental Protection Agency 
401 M Street, SW. 
Washington, D.C. 20460 

The public docket for the update to the NPL will contain Hazard Ranking System (HRS) score 
sheets for all sites on this proposed update, as well as a "Documentation Record" for each site 
describing the information used to compute the scores. The main public docket is located in Room 
S-325 of Waterside Mall, 401 M Street, SW., Washington D.C. 20460, and is available for viewing 
from 9:00 a.m. to 4:OO p.m., Monday through Friday, excluding holidays. Requests for copies of 
documents in the docket should be directed to EPA Headquarters, although the same documents 
will be available for viewing in the EPA Regional Offices. In addition, the background data relied 
upon by the Agency in calculating or evaluating HRS scores are retained only in the Regional 
Offices. Such data in EPA files may be obtained upon request. An informal written request, rather 
than a formal request under the Freedom of Information Act, should be the ordinary procedure for 
requesting these data sources. Addres! ses for the Regional Office dockets are: 

, 

Peg Nelson 
Region I 
U.S. EPA Library 
John F. Kennedy Federal Bldg. 
Boston, MA 02203 
61 71223-5791 

Audrey Thomas 
Region II 
U.S. EPA Library 
26 Federal Plaza, 10th Floor 
New York, NY 10278 
2121264-2881 
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Diane McCreary 
Region Ill 
U.S. EPA Library 
Curtis Building 
6th 8, Walnut Streets 
Philadelphia, PA 191 06 
21 51597-0580 

Carolyn Mitchell 
Region IV 
U.S. EPA Library 
345 Courtland Street, NE. 
Atlanta, GA 30365 
4041881 -421 6 

Lou Tilly 
Region V 
U.S. EPA Library 
230 South Dearborn Street 
Chicago, IL 60604 
31 21353-2022 

Nita House 
Region VI 
U.S. EPA Library 
First International Building 
1201 Elm Street 
Dallas, TX 75270 
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21 4/767-7341 

Connie McKenzie 
Region VI1 
U.S. EPA Library 
324 East 1 Ith Street 
Kansas City, MO 641 06 
81 61374-3497 

Delores Eddy 
Region Vlll 
U.S. EPA Library 
1860 Lincoln Street 
Denver, CO 80295 
3031837-2560 ' 

Jean Circiello 
Region IX 
U.S. EPA Library 
21 5 Fremont Street 
San Francisco, CA 94105 
41 51974-8076 
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Julie Sears 
Region X 
U.S. EPA Library 
1200 6th Avenue 
Seattle, WA 981 01 
2061442-1 289 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

Joseph R. Gearo, Jr. 
Hazardous Site Control Division 
Office of Emergency and Remedial Response WH-548-E) 
'Envi ronmenta I Protect ion Agency 
401 M Street, SW. 
Washington, D.C. 20460 
Phone (800) 424-9346 (or 382-3000 in the Washington, D.C., metropolitan area). 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
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Pursuant to section 105 of the Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and 
Liability Act of 1980, 42 U.S.C. 9601-9657 ("CERCLA" or "the Act"), and Executive Order 12316 
(46 FR 42237, August 20, 1981), the Environmental Protection Agency ("EPA or the "Agency") 
promulgated the revised National Contingency Plan ("NCP"), 40 CFR Part 300, on July 16, 1982 
(47 FR 31 180). Those amendments to the NCP implement the responsibilities and authorities 
created by CERCLA to respond to releases and threatened ,releases of hazardous substances, 
pollutants, and contaminants. 

Section 105(8)(A) of CERCLA requires that the NCP include criteria for determining priorities 
among releases or threatened releases throughout the United States for the purpose of taking 
remedial action and, to the extent practicable taking into account the potential urgency of such 
action, for the purpose of taking removal action. Removal action involves cleanup or other actions 
that are taken in response to emergency conditions or on a short-term or temporary basis 
(CERCLA Section 101 (23)). Remedial action tends to be long-term in nature and involves 
response actions which are consistent with a permanent remedy for a release (CERCLA Section 
101 (24)). Criteria for determining priorities are included in the Hazard Ranking System ("HRS"), 
which EPA promulgated as Appendix A of the NCP (47 FR 31219, July 16, 1982). 

Section 105(8)(B) of CERCLA requires that these criteria be used to prepare a list of national 
priorities among the known releases or threatened releases throughout the United States, and that 
to the extent practicable at least 400 sites be designated individually. CERCLA requires that this 
National Priorities List ("NPL") be included as part of the NCP. Today, the Agency is proposing the 
addition of 238 sites to the NPL. 

. 

EPA is proposing to include on the NPL sites at which there are or have been releases or 
threatened releases of designated hazardous substances or of any "pollutant or contaminant." The 
discussion below may refer to "releases or threatened releases" simply as "releases," "facilities," 
or "sites." 

[Return to Table of Contents1 

II. Purpose of the NPL 

The primary purpose of the NPL is stated in the legislative history of CERCLA (Report of the 
Committee on Environment and Public Works, Senate Report No..96-848, 96th Cong., 2d. Sess. 
60 (1980)): 

The priority lists serve primarily informational purposes, identifying for the States and 
the public those facilities and sites or other releases which appear to warrant 
remedial actions. Inclusion of a facility or site on the list does not in itself reflect a 
judgement of the activities of its owner or operator, it does not require those persons 
to undertake any action, nor does it assign liability to any person. Subsequent 
government action in the form of remedial actions or enforcement actions will be 
necessary in order to do so, and these actions will be attended by all appropriate 
procedural safeguards. 

The purpose of the NPL, therefore, is primarily to serve as an informational tool for use by EPA in 
identifying sites that appear to present a significant risk to public health or the environment:The 
initial identification of a site on the NPL is intended primarily to guide EPA in determining which 
sites warrant further investigation designed to assess the nature and extent of the public health 
and environmental risks associated with the site and to determine what CERCLA-financed 
remedial action@), if any, may be appropriate. Inclusion of a site on the NPL does not establish 
that EPA necessarily will undertake remedial actions. Moreover, listing does not require any 
action of any private party, nor does it determine the liability of any party for the cost of cleanup at 
the site. In addition, a site need not be on the NPL to be the subject of CERCLA-financed removal 
actions or of actions brought pursuant to section 107(a)(4)(B) of CERCLA. 

In addition, although the HRS scores used to place sites on the NPL may be helpful to the Agency 
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in determining priorities for cleanup and other response activities among sites on the NPL, EPA 
does not rely on the scores as the sole means of determining such priorities, as discussed below. 
Neither can the HRS itself determine the appropriate remedy for a site. The information collected 
to develop HRS scores to select sites for the NPL is not sufficient in itself to determine the 
appropriate remedy for a particular site. After a site has been included on the NPL, EPA generally 
will rely on further, more detailed studies conducted at the site to determine what response, if any, 
is appropriate. These studies will take into account, among other things, response actions that 
have been taken by potential responsible parties or others. Decisions on the type and extent of 
action to be taken at these sites are made in accordance with the criteria contained in Subpart F 
of the NCP. Afte! r conducting these additional studies, EPA may conclude that it is not desirable 
to conduct response action at some sites on the NPL because of more pressing needs at other 
sites. Given the limited resources available in the Hazardous Substance Response Trust Fund 
established under CERCLA, the Agency must carefully balance the relative needs for response at 
the numerous sites it has studied. Also, it is possible that EPA will conclude after further analysis 
that no action is needed at a site because the site does not present a significant threat to public 
health, welfare or the environment. 

[Return to Table of Contents] 
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111. NPL Update Process and Schedule 

Pursuant to section 105(8)(B) of CERCLA, 42 U.S.C. 9605(8)(B), EPA is required to establish, as 
part of the NCP for responding to releases of hazardous substances, a NPL of sites of such 
releases. The principal purpose of this notice is to propose the addition of 238 new sites to the 
NPL which have HRS scores of 28.50 or above. In addition, the final NPL (49 FR 37070, 
September 21, 1984) is included to indicate the appropriate status codes for response and 
cleanup activities at these sites. These codes are explained in greater detail in section IV of this 
notice. 

CERCLA requires that the NPL be revised at least once per year. Accordingly, EPA added 128 
sites to the final NPL on September 21, 1984 (49 FR 37070). The majority (123) of those sites 
were proposed on September 8, 1983 (48 FR 40674) as the first update to the NPL. Today's 
notice proposes the second such revision, which the Agency expects to promulate within one year 
of this announcement. For each NPL revision, EPA informs the States of the closing dates for 
submission of candidate sites to EPA. In addition to these periodic updates, EPA believes it may 
be desirable in rare instances, because of urgency and needed corrective action, to propose 
separately the addition of individual sites on the NPL as it did in the case of the Times Beach, 
Missouri, (48 FR 931 1, March 4, 1983). 

As with the establishment of the initial NPL and subsequent revisions to the NPL, States have the 
primary responsibility for selecting and scoring sites that are candidates for inclusion on the NPL 
using the HRS (Appendix A to the NCP, 47 FR 31223, July 16, 1982) and submitting the 
candidate sites to the EPA Regional Offices. The Regional Offices then conduct a quality control 
review of the States' candidate sites. After conducting this review, the EPA Regional Offices 
submit candidate sites to EPA Headquarters. The Regions may include candidate sites in addition 
to those submitted by States. In reviewing these submissions, EPA Headquarters conducts further 
quality assurance audits to ensure accuracy and consistency among the various EPA and State 
offices participating in the scoring. 

In today's proposal, the "Proposed Additions" consist of sites not currently on the NPL that the 
Agency is proposing to add to the NPL. The "Proposed Additions" are contained in the list 
immediately following this preamble. The additions are presented in two separate lists, 
non-Federal and Federal facility sites. 

Public Comment Period 

I 

EPA requests public comment on each of the sites it is proposing to add to the NPL and will 
accept such comments for 60 days following the date of publication of this notice in the Federal 
Register. HRS scoring sheets and a "Documentation Record" for all sites proposed to be added to 
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the NPL are available for inspection and copying in the NPL docket located in Washington, D.C. 
The same documents will be available for viewing in the EPA Regional offices for sites located in 
that particular Region. After considering the relevant comments received during the comment 
period and determining the final score for each proposed site, the Agency will add to the current 
NPL all sites that meet EPA's criteria for listing (i.e., sites with HRS scores at or above 28.50 or 
those designated as a State's top priority site). 

IReturn to Table of Contents] 

IV. Contents of the Proposed Second NPL Update 

Each entry on the proposed second NPL update contains the name of the facility, the State and 
city or county in which it is located, and the corresponding EPA Region. Each site EPA is 
proposing to add is placed by score in a group comesponding to the groups of 50 sites presented 
within the final NPL (49 FR 37070 September 21, 1984). Thus, the sites in group 1 of the 
proposed update have scores that fall within the range of scores covered by the first 50 sites on 
the final NPL. Each entry on this proposed update and at sites already on the NPL is 
accompanied by one or more notations referencing the status of response and cleanup activities 
at the site at the time this list was prepared. This site status and cleanup information are 
described briefly below. 

In the past, EPA categorized the NPL sites based on the type of response at each site 
(Fund-financed, enforcement and/or voluntary action). This second NPL update will expand the 
prior categorization system in two ways. First, Federal enforcement actions are separated from 
State enforcement actions. Second, the status of site cleanup activities is designated by three 
new cleanup status codes. EPA is including the cleanup status codes to identify sites where 
significant response activities are underway or completed. The cleanup status codes on this NPL 
update are included in response to public requests for information regarding actual site cleanup 
activities. 

Response Categories 

The following response categories are used to designate the type of response underway. One or 
more categories may apply to each site. 

Voluntary or Negotiated Response (V). Sites are included in this category if private parties have 
started or completed response actions pursuant to settlement agreements or consent decrees to 
which EPA or the State is a party. This category includes privately-financed remedial planning, 
removal actions, initial remedial measures and/or remedial actions. 

Federal and/or State Response (R). The Federal and/or State Response category includes sites at 
which EPA or State agencies have started or completed response actions. These include removal 
actions, non-enforcement remedial planning, initial remedial measures, and/or remedial actions 
under CERCLA (NCP, 0 300.66(f)-(i) 47 FR 3121 7, July 16, 1982). For purposes of assigning a 
category, the response action commences when EPA obligates funds. 

federal Enforcement ( f ) .  This category includes sites where the United States has filed a civil 
complaint (including cost recovery actions) or issued an administrative order. It also includes sites 
at which a Federal court has mandated some form of response action following a judicial 
proceeding. All sites at which enforcement-lead remedial investigations and feasibility studies are 
undeway are also included in this category. ' 

A number of sites on the NPL are the subject of investigations or have been referred to the 
Department of Justice for possible enforcement action. EPA's policy is not to release information 
concerning a possible enforcement action until a lawsuit has been filed. Accordingly, these sites 
are not included in this category, but are included under "Category to be Determined." 

State Enforcement (S). This category includes sites where a State has filed a civil complaint or 
issued an administrative order. It also includes sites at which a State court has mandated some 
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form of response action following a judicial proceeding. Sites where State enforcement-lead 
remedial investigations and feasibility studies are underway are also included in this category. 

It is assumed that State policy precludes the release of information concerning possible 
enforcement actions until such action has been formally taken. Accordingly, sites subject to 
possible State legal action are not included in this category, but are included under "Category to 
be Determined." 

Category to be Determined (0). This category includes all sites not listed in any other category. A 
wide range of activities may be in progress at sites in this category. EPA or a State may be 
evaluating the type of response action to undertake, or an enforcement case may be under 
consideration. Responsible parties may be undertaking cleanup actions that are not covered by a 
consent decree or an administrative order. 

Cleanup Status Codes 

EPA has decided to indicate the status of Fund-financed or private party cleanup activities 
underway or completed at proposed NPL sites. Fund-financed response activities which are coded 
include: significant removal actions, initial remedial measures, source control remedial actions, 
and offsite remedial actions. The status of cleanup activities conducted by responsible parties 
under a consent decree, court order, or an administrative order also is coded. Remedial planning 
activities or engineering studies do not receive a cleanup status code. 

Many sites listed on the NPL are cleaned up in stages or "operable units." For purposes of 
cleanup status coding, an operable unit is a discrete action taken as part of the entire site cleanup 
that significantly decreases or eliminates a release, threat of release, or pathway of exposure. 
One or more operable units may be necessaly to complete the cleanup of a hazardous waste site. 
Operable units may include removal actions taken to stabilize deteriorating site conditions, initial 
remedial measures, and remedial actions. A simple removal action (constructing fences, or berms 
or lowering free-board) that does not eliminate a significant release, threat of release, or pathway 
of exposure is not considered an operable unit for purposes of cleanup status coding. 

The following cleanup status codes (and definitions) are used to designate the status of cleanup 
activities at proposed sites on the NPL. Only one code is necessary to denote the status of actual 
cleanup activity at each site since the codes are mutually exclusive. 

lmplementation Activities Are Underway for One or More Operable Units (I). Field work is in 
progress at the site for implementation of one or more removal or remedial operable units, but no 
operable units are completed. 

lmplementation Activities for One or More (But Not All) Operable Units Are Completed. 
lmplementation Activities May be Underway for Additional Operable Units (0). Field work has 
been completed for one or more operable units, but additional site cleanup actions are necessary. 

Implementation Activities for all Operable Units Are Completed (C). All actions agreed upon for 
remedial action at the site have been completed and performance monitoring has commenced. 
The site will be considered for deletion from the NPL subsequent to completion of the 
performance monitoring and preparation of a deletion recommendation. Further site activities 
could occur if EPA considers such activities necessary. 

I LReturn to Table of Contents] 

V. Deleting Sites From the NPL 

There is no specific statutory requirement that the NPL be revised to delete sites. However, EPA 
has decided to consider deleting sites to provide incentives for cleanup to private parties and 
public agencies. Furthermore, deleting sites allows the Agency to give notice that the sites have 
been cleaned up and gives the public an opportunity to comment on those actions. 

EPA will delete a previously promulgated NPL site after EPA has determined that it has satisfied 
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EPA, in consultation with the State, has determined that responsible parties have 
completed all appropriate response actions; 

EPA, in consultation with the State, has determined that all appropriate Fund-financed 
response actions have been completed and that no further cleanup by responsible parties is 
appropriate; 

Based on a remedial investigation, EPA, in consultation with the State, has determined that 
the facility poses no significant threat to public health, welfare, or the environment and, 
therefore, construction of remedial measures is not appropriate. 

These criteria are the only deletion criteria EPA has developed to date. These criteria constitute 
guidance, not regulations. They may be revised or supplemented if experience indicates that 
other factors should be taken into account. At this time, however, it appears that these three 
criteria are adequate. 

The Agency isssued a guidance memorandum on March 27, 1984, describing these criteria and 
interim procedures for deleting sites from the NPL. This document is available in the EPA dockets 
(see Addresses section of this announcement). In deleting sites from the NPL, EPA will use the 
same Federal Register notice and comment procedures that were used for placing sites on the 
NPL. 

The NCP currently restricts expenditures of Trust Fund monies to sites on the NPL. The Agency 
intends to modify the NCP to allow EPA to return to a site and expend Fund monies as warranted 
for operation and maintenance costs, continued monitoring, or correction of any failures of the 
remedy even though the site will have actually been deleted from the NPL. If sites are proposed 
for deletion before the NCP revisions have been promulgated, the Agency will establish a 
"deletion category" for the NPL. This category will be explicitly denoted as containing sites at 
which the Agency has determined that one or more of the deletion criteria described above have 
been satisfied. However, these sites would not actually be deleted from the NPL. Once the NCP 
modifications are promulgated, the Agency will be able to delete a site from the NPL and spend 
additional Fund monies if conditions warrant. 

- 

The Agency is interested in the public reaction to these deletion procedures. Specifically, the 
Agency is interested in: 

1. The desirability of maintaining the Federal Register notice and comment procedures for 

2. the desirability of continuing to print, on a separate list, the names of sites deleted from the 

deletions that are currently used for placing sites on the NPL; and 

NPL at the time of each update. 

The Agency believes that including the names of deleted sites on the NPL may provide important 
information to the public on the final disposition of these sites and may result in favorable publicity 
for parties who have cleaned up sites on the NPL. 

IReturn to Table of Contents] 

VI. Eligibility 

CERCLA restricts EPA's authority to respond to certain categories of releases and expressly 
excludes some substances from the definition of release. In addition, as a matter of policy, EPA 
may or may not choose to respond to certain types of releases because other Federal agencies 
have adequate authority to respond. This section discusses the inclusion of such releases on the 
NPL. 
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Releases from Federal Facility Sites 
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CERCLA section 11 1 (e)(3) prohibits use of the Funds for remedial actions at Federally owned 
facilities. Previously, EPA did not list any sites on the NPL where the release resulted solely from 
a Federal facility, regardless of whether contamination remained onsite or had migrated ofsite. 
EPA incorporated this position into the NCP (section 300.66(e)(2), 47 FR 31215, July 16, 1982); 
an also in the promulgation of the first NPL (48 FR 40662, September 8, 1983). 

Public comments received from previously proposed NPL announcements suggested including 
Federal facilities, and the Agency now believes that it is appropriate to include Federal facility 
sites on the NPL when such facilities meet the criteria for inclusion. Federal facility sites will be 
listed when the HRS scores are equal to or above 28.50 so as to focus public attention and 
appropriate resources on the most serious sites, even though they are not eligible for 
Fund-financed remedial action. 

For this update, Federal sites will be presented in a separate NPL section with Federal site 
displayed in scoring groups equivalent to the groups shown in the non-Federal NPL. As discussed 
in 48 FR 40662, September 8, 1984, EPA previously has listed sites that formerly were owned by 
the Federal government, and non-Federally owned sites where the Federal government may have 
contributed to a release. EPA intends to continue this policy by listing such site on the 
non-federal NPL. The Federal facility section of the NPL will only contain sites where the release 
appears to result solely from a Federal facility, regardless of whether contamination remained on 
site or has migrated offsite. 

Response categories and cleanup status codes also will be assigned for Federal facility sites, and 
these will be essentially the same categories and codes used for non-Federal sites. A Federal 
agency response at a Federal facility site will be indicated by the (R) category. When the (R) 
category does not apply to a Federal facility site, other Federal agency activities at that site, such 
as evaluating the appropriate response to undertake, will be indicated by the (D) category. 
Cleanup codes will be assigned to Federal facility sites in the same manner as they are to 
non-Federal sites. 

EPA is preparing a proposed amendment in section 300.66(e)(2) of the NCP to allow the listing of 
Federal facility sites on the NPL. For this proposal, EPA scored those Federal facilities identified 
by Federal agencies and the States as NPL candidates where sufficient information existed to 
apply the HRS. However, EPA does not intend to promulgate any of the sites proposed today until 
such time as the NCP amendment is final. In the meantime, the Agency is continuing work with 
Federal agencies to investigate potential problem Federal sites and to implement corrective 
measures at Federal sites. 

Releases of Pesticides Registered Under the Federal Insecticide, Fungicide, and 
Rodenticide Act (FIFRA) 

This proposal includes six sites in South Central Oahu, Hawaii, where parts of the basal aquifer 
have been contaminated by pesticides including ethylene dibromide (EDB), 
dibromochloropropane (DBCP), and trichloropropane (TCP), a likely contaminant of the pesticide 
D-D (which contains 1,2-dichloropane, 1,3-dichloropene and related C3 compounds). These 
pesticides are all soil fumigants that have been used as nematocides in Oahu pineapple fields. All 
were registered under FIFRA at the time of their use in Oahu. We do not believe these pesticides 
are being used in Hawaii any longer. EDB's soil fumigation use has been cancelled, and EPA has 
proposed to cancel the sole remaining use of DBCP (pineapples) in the United States. D-D is no 
longer being produced, although it is still Federally registered. The most likely source of the ' 

contamination by DBCP and TCP was their use as pesticides, although it is less clear that the 
contamination by EDB resulted solely from its agricultural use! . 
These six sites are the first such sites proposed to be added to the NPL on the basis of releases 
which appear to originate from the application of pesticides. Insecticides and similar products are 
used extensively throughout the United States. The application of the HRS to public and private 
ground water systems throughout the country could possibly result in the listing of additional 
similar sites in a number of other States. At this time, however, the Agency has little data from 
which to predict the number of similar problems or the degree of risk posed by them, compared 
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with the risks posed by other identified sites. 

EPA is concerned that listing these sites may set important precedents with currently unknown 
implications for the future direction of CERCLA. As CERCLA's scope is broad, EPA wants to 
insure that its efforts under CERCLA are focused on the most significant risks and on problems 
that cannot be adequately addressed under EPA's other statutory authorities. Therefore, the 
Agency is interested in public comment for consideration in evaluating what alternative statutory 
tools or other approaches are most appropriate for dealing with these problems. Other approaches 
on which EPA wants to receive comment are those which would assure that only sites posing 
significant problems are included on the NPL. EPA plans to consider these issues. If the Agency 
decides that problems arising from pesticide use are better addressed outside the frame-work of 
CERCLA, it may decide as a matter of policy not to list the sites on the NPL. 

EPA is planning a monitoring survey to evaluate the frequency and severity of contamination of 
ground water by pesticides. In addition, the Agency has initiated a special data call-in under 
FIFRA to evaluate the potential for ground water contamination of many pesticides. Pending the 
results of these information gathering efforts, the extent of this problem is not fully understood. 

EPA has the authority to include sites on the NPL where contamination from pesticide application 
has occurred (or has the potential to occur). The definition of "release" in section 101 (22) of 
CERCLA is very broad; and whereas it excludes the "normal application of a fertilizer,'' it does not 
contain a similar exclusion for the application of pesticides. Additional review of CERCLA gives 
no suggestion that EPA authority to list such pesticide sites on the NPL or to take response action 
is limited. Section 107(i) limits EPA's ability to recover costs from releases associated with 
pesticide use, but CERCLA does not contain a similar limitation on EPA's ability to respond. Thus, 
there is no statutory restriction on the use of money from the CERCLA Trust Fund to clean up 
sites where public health or the environment has been threatened as a result of the application of 
pesticides. At the same time the Agency is not obliged to exercise response authority whenever a 
site is included o! n the NPL. 

There are several legal authorities by which the hazards associated with contamination of ground 
water by pesticide use can be addressed; CERCLA enforcement actions and some CERCLA 
response actions, as well as actions under other laws, do not depend on a site's placement on the 
NPL. For example, FIFRA provides authority to require manufacturers to submit test results with 
which the Agency can evaluate hazards, including health effects and environmental fate and 
transport. FIFRA also provides authority to limit or prohibit use of pesticides when the risk 
associated with use outweigh the benefits of use. Under the Safe Drinking Water Act, EPA can 
issue health advisories or specify maximum contaminant limits in public water systems. 

CERCLA authorizes Fund-financed response actions such as cleaning up acquifers or providing 
alternate drinking water supplies. Certain response actions taken with CERCLA trust fund money, 
however, are authorized only where a site has been listed on the NPL. While listing a site on the 
NPL is necessary to take these actions, it does not require them. After a site has been included on 
the NPL, EPA generally will rely on further, more detailed studies conducted at the site to 
determine what response, if any, is appropriate. The authority to compel private responsible 
parties to abate or clean up releases of pollutants and contaminants provided by CERCLA is not 
limited to sites listed on the NPL. 

Releases From Sites Having Interim Status or Permits Under the Resource Conservation 
and Recovery Act (RCRA) 

As stated in EPA's first NPL final rulemaking (48 FR 40658, September 8, 1983), both CERCLA 
and the Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA) contain authorities applicable to 
hazardous waste facilities. These authorities overlap for certain sites. EPA is adhering to its 
established policy that, where a site consists only of "regulated units" of a RCRA facility operating 
pursuant to a permit or interim status, it will not be included on the NPL but, to the extent possible, 
instead will be addressed under the authorities of RCRA. The RCRA Land Disposal Regulations 
(40 CFR Parts 122, 260, 264, and 265) give EPA authority to control actives sites through a broad 
program which includes monitoring, compliance inspections, penalties for violations, and 
requirements for post-closure plans and financial responsibility. 
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RCRA regulations require a contingency plan for each facility. The regulations also contain 
groundwater protection standards (40 CFR Part 264, Subpart F) that cover detection monitoring, 
compliance monitoring (if groundwater impacts are identified) and corrective action for releases 
within the site boundaries. These monitoring and corrective action standards apply to all 
"regulated units" of RCRA facilities, Le., any part of the waste treatment, storage, or disposal 
operation within the boundaries of the facility that accepted waste after January 26, 1983, the 
effective date of the Land Disposal Regulations (47 FR 32349, July 26, 1982). Even if the unit 
ceases operation after this time, EPA has the authority to require it to obtain a permit, and the 
monitoring and corrective action requirements could therefore be enforced by this mechanism. 

Given this authority to ensure cleanup of regulated units of RCRA facilities, such facilities 
generally are not included on the NPL. If the facility is abandoned or lacks sufficient resources 
and the RCRA corrective action requirements cannot be enforced, however, EPA will consider 
listing the site on the NPL for possible response under CERCLA. This policy is applicable not only 
to sites subject to EPA-administered hazardous waste programs but also to sites in States that 
administer programs approved by EPA. Even in the latter instance, close Federal control is. 
ensured by the comprehensivenes of the program elements required of all State programs 
coupled with EPA's authority to enforce State program requirements directly if the State fails to do 
so. EPA does, however, consider eligible for listing on the NPL those RCRA facilities at which a 
significant portion of the release appears to come from "non-regulated units" of the facility, that is, 
portions of the facility that ceas! ed operation prior to January 26, 1983. However, pending 
amendments to RCRA would extend RCRA jurisdiction to releases from non-regulated units at 
regulated facilities. Therefore, if the amendments are enacted, the Agency will consider modifying 
the existing policy of including such sites on the NPL at that time. 

LReturn to Table of Contents1 

VII. Regulatory Impact Analysis 

The costs of cleanup actions that may be taken at sites are not directly attributable to listing on 
the NPL, as explained below and therefore, the Agency has determined that this rulemaking is not 
a "major" regulation under Executive Order 12291. The EPA has conducted a preliminary analysis 
of the economic implications of today's proposed amendment to the NCP. The EPA believes that 
the kind of economic effects associated with this revision are generally similar to those effects 
identified in the regulatory impact analysis (RIA) prepared in 1982 for the revisions to the NCP 
pursuant to section 105 of CERCLA. The Agency believes the anticipated economic effects 
related to proposing the addition of 244 sites to the NPL can be characterized in terms of the 
conclusions of the earlier regulatory impact analysis. At that time, the Agency noted that a more 
extensive analysis of the economic impacts of the NCP would be prepared in the future and would 
accompany publication of future ma! jor amendments to the NCP. The Agency expects to propose 
major amendments to the NCP in the future and a more comprehensive economic analysis will be 
made available for comment at that time. 

costs 

The EPA has determined that this proposed rulemaking is not a "major" regulation under 
Executive Order 12291 because inclusion of a site on the NPL does not itself impose any costs. It 
does not establish that EPA will necessarily undertake response action, nor does it require any 
action by a private party or determine its liability for site response costs. Costs that arise out of 
site response result from site-by-site decisions about what actions to take, not directly from the act 
of listing itself. Nonetheless, it is useful to consider the costs associated with responding to all 
sites included in a listing proposed rulemaking. This action was submitted to the Office of 
Management and Budget (OMB) for review. 

11 of 50 

The major events that follow the proposed listing of a site on the NPL are a responsible party 
search and a Remedial Investigation/Feasibility Study (RVFS) which determines whether 
response actions will be undertaken at a site. Design and construction of the selected remedial 
alternative follow completion of the RI/FS, and operation and maintenance (O&M) activities may 
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Cost category 

RI/FS 

Remedial Design 

Remedial Action 

Initial Remedial Measures (IRM) at 10% of sites 

Net Present Value of O&M (over 30 years) 

continue after construction has been completed. 

Costs associated with responsible party searches are initially borne by EPA. Responsible parties 
may bear some or all the costs of the RVFS, design and construction, and O&M, or the costs may 
be shared by EPA and the States on a 90%:10% basis (50%:50% in the case of State-owned 
sites). Additionally, States assume all costs for O&M activities after the first year at sites involving 
Fund-financed remedial actions. 

Average total cost per site ’ 
$800,000 

440,000 

7,200,000 

80,000 

4,100,000 

Rough estimates of the average per-site and total costs associated with each of the above 
activities are presented below. At this time EPA is unable to predict what portions of the total 
costs will be borne by responsible parties, since the distribution of costs depends on the extent of 
voluntary and negotiated response and the successfulness of cost recovery actions where such 
actions are brought. 

Costs to States associated with today’s proposed amendment arise from the statutory State 
cost-share requirement of: 

1. 10 percent of remedial implementation (remedial action and IRM) and O&M costs at 
privately-owned sites; and 

2. 50 percent of the remedial planning (RVFS and remedial design), remedial implementation 
and O&M costs at State or locally-owned sites. 

Using the assumptions developed in the 1982 RIA, we can assume that 90 percent of the 208 
non-federal sites proposed to be added to the NPL in this amendment will be privately-owned and 
10 percent will be State or locally-owned. Therefore, using the budget projections presented 
above, the cost to States of undertaking Federal remedial actions at all 208 non-Federal sites 
would be $344 million. 

The act of listing a hazardous waste site on the final NPL does not necessarily cause firms 
responsible for the site to bear costs. Nonetheless, a listing may induce firms to clean up the sites 
voluntarily, or it may act as a potential trigger for subsequent enforcement or cost recovery 
actions. Such actions may impose costs on firms, but the decisions to take such actions are 
discretionary, and made on a case-by-case basis. Consequently, precise estimates of these 
effects cannot be made. EPA does not believe that every site will be cleaned up by a responsible 
party. EPA cannot project at this time which firms or industry sectors will bear specific portions of 
response costs, but the Agency considers such factors as: the volume and nature of the wastes 
contributed; the strength of the evidence linking the wastes at the site to the parties; ability to pay; 
and other factors when deciding whether and how to proceed against potentially responsible 
parties. 

Economy-wide effects of this proposed amendment are aggregations of effects on firms and State 
and local governments. Although effects could be felt by some individual firms and States, the 
total impact of this revision on output, prices, and employment is expected to be negligible at the 
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national level, as was the case in the 1982 RIA. 

Benefits 

The real benefits associated with today's proposed amendment come in the form of increased 
health and environmental protection as a result of increased public awareness of potential 
hazards and the additional response actions at hazardous waste sites. In addition to the potential 
for more Federally-financed remedial actions, this proposed expansion of the NPL could 
accelerate privately-financed, voluntary cleanup efforts to avoid potential adverse publicity, 
private lawsuits, and/or Federal or State enforcement actions. 

As a result of the additional NPL remedies, there will be lower human exposure to high risk 
chemicals, and higher quality surface water, ground water, soil, and air. The magnitude of these 
benefits is expected to be significant, although difficult to estimate in advance of completing the 
RVFS at these particular sites. 

Associated with the costs of remedial actions are significant potential benefits and cost offsets. 
The distributional costs to firms of financing NPL remedies have corresponding "benefits" in that 
Funds expended for a response generates employment, directly or indirectly (through purchased 
materials). 

IReturn to Table of Contents] 

VIII. Regulatory Flexibility Act Analysis 

The Regulatory Flexibility Act of 1980 requires EPA to review the impacts of this action on small 
entities, or certify that the action will not have a significant impact on a substantial number of 
small entities. By small entities the Act refers to small businesses, small governmental 
jurisdictions, and non-profit organizations. 

While proposed modifications to the NPL are considered revisions to the NCP, they are not typical 
regulatory changes since the revisions do not automatically impose costs. The proposed listing of 
sites on the NPL does not in itself require any action of any private party, nor does it determine 
the liability of any party for the cost of cleanup at the site. Further, no identifiable groups are 
affected as a whole. As a consequence, it is hard to predict impacts on any group. A site's 
proposed inclusion on the NPL could increase the likelihood that adverse impacts to responsible 
parties (in the form of clean-up costs) will occur, but EPA cannot identify the potentially affected 
businesses at this time nor estimate a number of businesses affected. In addition, we cannot 
define what is "small" for the wide variety of potentially affected small entities. Because small 
entities that could be affected by this rulemaking would come from any industrial sector and could 
include governmen! tal units, it is not possible to articulate a meaningful definition of small 
entities. 

The Agency does expect that certain industries and firms within industries that have caused a 
proportionately high percentage of waste site problems could be significantly affected by CERCLA 
actions. However, EPA does not expect the impacts from the proposed listing of these 238 sites, 
or the NPL as a whole, to have a significant economic impact on small business as a whole. 

In any case, economic impacts would only occur through enforcement and cost recovery actions 
which are taken at EPA's discretion on a site-by-site basis. EPA considers many factors when 
determining what enforcement actions to take, including not only the firm's contribution to the 
problem, but also the firm's ability to pay. The impacts (from cost-recovery) on small governments 
and non-profit organizations would be determined on a similar case-by-case basis. 

List of Subjects in 40 CFR Part 300 

Air pollution control, Chemicals, Hazardous materials, Intergovernmental relations, Natural 
resources, Oil pollution, Reporting and recordkeeping requirements, Superfund, Waste treatment 
and disposal, Water pollution control, Water supply. 
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Dated: October 2, 1984. 

u- 

lmm -- 

William D. Ruckelshaus, 
Administrator. 

Thermo-Chem, Inc. lMuskegon'I/1/ 
I 

PART 300 - [AMENDED] 

It is proposed to amend Appendix B of 40 CFR Part 300 by adding the following sites to the 
National Priorities List: 

National Priorities Update List - Group 1 

Portland Cement (Kiln 
Dust 2 & 3) II ll 

National Priorities Update List - Group 2 

Industrial Excess 1 1  Uniontown /I 1 1  O5 1 1  OH 11 Landfill /I 
National Priorities Update List - Group 3 

Citylcounty 

I /  Bridge City Bailey Waste 11 11 TX 1 1  Disposal 

Van Waters & IISan Jose Rogers, Inc. ll II I /  
Pine Bend/Crosby 
American Lf /I 
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Lansing I I I !  
Stewco, Inc. p i Z K - - l ~ ~ l  
Motor Wheel, Inc. ' I 

Alsco Anaconda l G n a d e n h u t t e n m l 1  

National Priorities Update List - Group 4 

02 

Citylcounty 

Hooker 

Polymer Corp 
NY ChemicaVRuco 

1 1  Coshocton General Electric 
O5 llOHIl (Coshocton Plant) 

I 

Hicksville 

ll It 

D 

Farmingdale Liberty Industrial 
Finishing II I1 
Glen Ridge Radium Ridge 

02 11 NJ /I  Site ll I/ 
Orange Radium Site 
-I, 

04 11 NC 11 (Shelby 11 Shelby 1 1  D 1 1  /I Fiber Operations) 
V I ,  

II Town of 
Johnstown 02 I /  NY 1 1  Johnstown City Landfilll/ II /I 

03 1 1  PA 1 1  Hunterstown Road // 

T i~ '~ ' l v ,sOl  Lindsay Manufacturing Lindsay 

II Operating Industries, Monterey Park 
09 11 CA I1 Inc. Lf II II qv/PnttlWhitneymom 

Air/United Tech. 

q I / c o i j  Eagle Mine 

National Priorities Update List - Group 5 
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Tronic Plating Co., Inc. [mmr 
1 

05 IlMl IlTorch Lake 

q m  q m  

Houg hton II County 

Smuggler Mountain 'm'm'r 
Alviso Dumping Areas mmr 

I/ 
03 1 1  PA 11 Domino Salvage Yard 

'II 

Laboratories 
_... 

Straban 
Township Shriver's Comer 

II / I  Culpeper Culpeper Wood 
Preservers. Inc. 

II / I  Rosemount U of Minnesota 
O5 IlMNIl Rosemount Res Cent 

ll Newsom Brothers/Old 
Reich hold ll O 
Waldick Aerospace Wall Township 
Devices, Inc. 

10 /1 OR 11 Martin-Marietta 1 1  The Dalles 11 D /I Aluminum Co. 
-.a 

Uravan Uranium /I  Uravan (Union Carbide) ll ll 
Oak Grove Sanitary Oak Grove 
Landfill /I Township II 

National Priorities Update List - Group 6 

Quendall Terminal I/ Renton 

1 1  Fort Wayne Fort Wayne 
Reduction Dump II 
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II II 1 

Quality Plating l S i k e s t o n m r - - - - - l  

Hastings Ground 11 Hastings Water Contamin II II 

11 Oahu 
I 

Monolithic Memories, /I / I  

(Area 2) AngeledGlendale 

/ I s  / I  
n f l - w a i a w a  Shaft 

m m  Jadco-Hughes Facility mmr[ nFFClenwoodLandinBrll 
Services 

I I I 

National Priorities Update List - Group 7 

Response Cleanup 
Citylcounty 
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Kunia Wells I p Z - - - l ~ ~  
Kunia Wells II p i - - - - l I I D F I  

m m  Petersen Sand & Gravel mpl Idaho Pole Co. ml/MO/ Findett Corp. mpl Windom Dump 

National Priorities Update List - Group 8 

r 

~~~1 
piFlm/I[ 
p i q m / I I I  
' i i i Z i - l I / D F [  

Citylcounty 

Bypass 601 Ground Concord 
Water Contam. ll I/ 
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02 11 NY I 
qpl -qm 

.... 

I I D L  SMS Instruments, Inc. I Deer Park 

Byron Barrel & Drum n-7 
Anchor Chemicals mI/Dr 

1 1  Adrian Lenawee Disposal 
Service. Inc. Lf II ll 

II I-: 

qFl Raytheon Corp. 

Solid State Circuits, Republic 
07 II MO I/ Inc. I/ 

Waverly Ground Water 
Contamin II II 
Fairchild Camera (S South Sari Jose 
San Jose Plt) II 

Burlington Northern Somers 
O8 l lMTII (Somers Plant) II II II 

I I - I  

qIIIN/I Neal's Dump (Spencer) 11 Spencer I F S F  T F l I ' / l O j l o  Westinghouse Elevator Gettysburg 

03 1 1  WV 11 Ordnance Works 11 Morgantown 1 1  D 1 1  0 Disposal Areas 

San Fernando Valley Los Angeles 
O9 l lcA I/(Area 4) I/ ID 1 1  

National Priorities Update List - Group 9 

/mFlI/ Site name 
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mm m m  
mm, m/ICA1 

IIRG II II 

--- 
Salem Acres . - - T I  
J.H. Baxter Co. p G - - - l ~ ~  
Davidson Lumber Co. / S o u t h M i a m i m F I  
Mica Landfill 

II 

I/ 1 1  02 11 NY 1 1  Katonah Municipal Well Bedford /I Town Of II II 
I1 II I I U I  1- (09mI/ Waipio Heights Wells II 1n-m ~ ~ A m e r i c a n C r e o s o t e ; J , , I , , , ~ ~ l  Works, Inc. 

..PI 

Kerr-McGee (Sewage West Chicago 
Treat Plant) II 

I/ 1 1  Monticello Monticello Rad 
Contaminated ProDs /I  

/ID Town of / I  Granby /I  02 I/ NY 1 1  Clothier Disposal / I  

1 1  05 1 1  MI 11 Lacks Industries, Inc. I/ Grand Rapids 1 1  D I /  11 
I-, I ,I I1 I 

Southern Maryland Hollywood 
Wood Treating /I  II 

II 
1105 /lMI llNolth Bronson IIBronson IID 11 11 Industrial Area 
I-, I 1 I I 

Montrose Chemical I /  II 
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m-------l mmm 

/I North Sea Municipal North Sea 
.Landfill I/ 

mpl 
Wpl mp[ mp[ 
(05p[ 

I/ 

Goldisc Recordings, Inc. m-1 
Lodi Municipal Well --/I] 
Sarney Farm mmm 
Rose Disposal Pit p i Z E - l m r I  
Van Dale Junkyard p i Z i G - l I I S T I  

I/ 

mp[ mp[ 
m m . S t o u g h t o n  

m m . C r y s t a l  

I1 I1 1- m m  Louisiana-Pacific Corp. !mmr[ 

Smith's Farm p i Z - - - l l l R i i . l  
Big River Sand Co. l W i t c h i t a m F -  

City Landfill --//I 
City Airport 

m m  [ q m  
5/29/03 3:04 PM 
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Signetics, Inc. l S u n n y v a l e n r 1  
Kenmark Textile Corp. l F a n i n g d a l e n r 1  

(02pl 
mrl 
mbl 
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Claremont Polychemical m-1 
Vogel Paint & w a x  co. mmm 
Kurt Manufacturing Co. mmm 
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q m  

I -  

Hewlett Packard m-71 

National Priorities Update List - Group ll 

,,M 
q ( / T x I  

Response 
Citylcounty 

Northside Landfill '-''/'- 

Pesses Chemical Co. m-1 

I/ 

07 // MO I/ Bee 1 1  Malden / /  D 1 1  1 Manufacturing Co. -. 

ll II 

ll I? 11 Baltimore Kane & Lombard 
Street Drums II 

Republic Steel Corp. II II I /  - 

Montco Research Hollis.er 
Products, Inc. II II / I  / I  

Total Sites Listed: 208. 

#: V=Voluntary or negotiated response; R=Federal and State response; F=Federal 
enforcement; S=State enforcement; D=Actions to be determined. 

@: I=lmplementation activity underway, one or more operable units; O=One or more 
operable units completed, others may be underway; C=lmplementation activity 
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I 
completed for all operable units. 

National Priorities Update List - Federal Sites - Group 1 
.... I 

Response 
category ' /I Citylcounty 1 1  

24 of 50 

National Priorities Update List - Federal Sites - Group 2 
r I I 

Response Cleanup 
cateaow # Citylcou nty 

I/ 04 1) TN 11 Army I/ Milan 11 R )I I I/ Ammunition Plant 
I-, I 1  I1 I 1 1  IMl Rocky Mountain IIAdams 1 1  1 1  11 

Arsenal County 
I I 1  I 

National Priorities Update List - Federal Sites - Group 3 

I 

Citylcounty 

National Priorities Update List - Federal Sites - Group 4 
I I 

Response Cleanup 
category 1 1  City!county 1 1  # 

/I Hall County 1 1  R Cornhusker Army 
Ammunition Plant / I  O II I U I  1-1 I mIIUT/I Hill Air Force Base ] I O g d e n m F I  
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m m  mp[ 

National Priorities Update List - Federal Sites - Group 5 

Ogden Defense Depot - l o g d e n m r I  
Sacramento Army Depot 
I-, /I Brunswick 1 1  R Brunswick Naval Air 

I I 1 

ll McChord AFB (Wash Tacoma 
RacWreatment) ll 
National Priorities Update List - Federal Sites - Group 6 

Response Cleanup 
Citylco u nty 

ll Fort Lewis (Landfill No. 

Lawrence Livermore Livermore 
Lab (USDOE) /I ll O 
SavannaArmyDepot Savanna 1 O5 / /  IL 1 1  Activity 1 1  1 1  11 I 
National Priorities Update List - Federal Sites - Group 7 

Response Cleanup 
Citylcounty 

106 11 TX 1 1  Air Force 'Iant #4 j/ Fort Worth 1 1  R , /I 1 (Gen Dynamics) ~ C / \ ~ ~ ~ - - - l  
(North Area) II II 
National Priorities Update List - Federal Sites - Group 8 
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w/ICAI m/INJ1 
Castle Air Force Base 

Fort Dix (Landfill Site) 
mmm mmm 

Ammunition Plant 

Dover Air Force Base WFIl 1-m- 
National Priorities Update List - Federal Sites - Group 9 

Defense General Chesterfield 
Supply Center /I County 

National Priorities Update List - Federal Sites - Group 10 

I 

Response Cleanup 
category # Citylcounty 

Joliet Army Ammo Joliet 
Plant (Mfg Area) I1 I1 1 1  O 

1 1  Texarkana I /  R Lone Star Army 
Ammunition Plant I /  
Umatilla Army Depot 

National Priorities Update List - Federal Sites - Group 11 
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Total Sites Listed: 36. 

#: V=Voluntary or negotiated response; R=Federal and State response; F=Federal 
enforcement; S=State enforcement; D=Actions to be determined. 

@: I=lmplementation activity underway, one or more operable units; O=One or more 
operable units completed, others may be underway; C=lmplementation activity 
completed for all operable units. 

The following list of final NPL (49 FR 37070 September 21, 1984) indicates the appropriate status 
codes for response and cleanup activities at these sites. 

National Priorities List - Final Sites - Group 1 
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II 45 1 1  02 1 1  NJ 11 Shieldalloy Corp. 1 1  Newfield Borough 1 1  D II II 
Reeves SE 
Galvanizing Corp. ll 1 1 °  I1 

11 Anaconda Anaconda Co. 
Smelter I/ VR 

Western Processing Kent 
1148 1110 IIWAII Co., Inc. // I/ VRF I1 O I1 

Omega Hills North Germantown 
Landfill II 

National Priorities List - Final Sites - Group 2 

ll I /  
11 56 11 07 I /  KS /I  Cherokee County County II Cherokee 

Brick Township Brick 
Land fi I I / I  Township 

1 1  NJ IIBrick Township IIBrick 11 1 1  1 
Land fi I I Township 

Plating 

.....I 

5/29/03 3:04 PM 



1 Prdposed 49FR 40320, 10/15/1984, NPL, Superfund, US EPA http://www.epa.gov/superfund/sites/npl/pS4 10 15.htm 

1 30of50 5/29/03 3:04 PM 
-~ 



~~ 

Pro'posed 49FR 40320, 10/15/1984, NPL, Superfund, US EPA http://www.epa.gov/superfund/sites/np/npVp84 10 15. htm 

Arsenic Trioxide ll 
Matthews Roanoke 
Electroplating* /I 

/I Roads II 

11 100 1 1  09 11 CM 11 PCB Warehouse* 11 Marianas 11 R 1 1  C I] 

National Priorities List - Final Sites - Group 3 

11102 /105 //IL Material IIGreenup /VRFS 1 1 0  11 Reclaiming, Inc. 
I--, I I I /I Douglassville Douglassville 

Disposal II / I  
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Osborne Landfill 

Bunker Hill Mining & 
Metallurg 

--I 

q 1 / 0 2 p [  
--I 

- 

1081102111 Hudson River PCBs 
....., 

Syosset Landfill 

Universal Oil 
log 11°2 INJ I1 Products (Chem Div] 

LIII 

71/02m 
IIIII 

Com Bay, South 
Tacoma Channel 

Sinclair Refinery 

-1/02m 
41105111 

Old Southington 
113 llol l lCT II Landfill 

NL Industries 

St. Regis Paper Co. 

Nineteenth Avenue 
Landfill 

Teledyne Wah 
l6 I/ lo 11 OR 1 1  Chang 

118 1104 I/AL llMowbray 
inn- 

Engineering Co. 

119 1 1  05 I/ MI 1 1  Spiegelberg Landfill 

Miami Drum 
Services 

121 1102 IINJ IlReich Farms 

Union Pacific 
Railroad Co. 

South Brunswick 
123 llo2 llNJ II Landfill 

Ciba-Geigy Corp. 
(McIntosh Plant) 

Bassauf-Kimerling 
12' 1Io4 llAL 1lBattet-y 

Wauconda Sand & 
126 II 05 II IL II Gravel 

http://www.epa. gov/supehnd/sites/npl/p8410 15. htm 

Kingston 1 1  VRFS 

ll Dalton 
Township 

Pedricktown 1 1  S 

0 

0 

0 

I 

0 

0 

0 

CassLake ]ID 
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National Priorities List - Final Sites - Group 4 

Fp&lT-lFpFi 
(Florence Plant) 
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National Priorities List - Final Sites - Group 5 

Allied Chemical & Ironton 
lronton Coke /I  I1 RF 

1 1  202 1 1  05 1 )  MI 1 1  Verona Well Field 1 1  Battle Creek II RFS It 0 II 
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Stauffer Chem I/ D 

206 1 1  03 1 1  PA 1 1  Malvern TCE 1 1  Malvern II 

/ I  Lawrenceburg Murray-Ohio ll 

Dorney Road Upper Macungie 
Landfill 

I I I I I i  Northside i I I i 7  

217 1 1  09 1 1  A2 1 1  Airport 1 1  Goodyear/Avondale F 
Area II 
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1 1  Southington Solvents 
Recovery Service II II 

I/ Commerce city Woodbury 
Chemical Co. I1 

I238 1 1  05 1 1  MN 11 E:zacturing 8, 11 Brooklyn Center 1 1  FS 1 11 Supply co. 
---, I-- 

I240 1 1  04 1 1  FL /ITower Chemical 1 1  Clermont 1 1  RF 11 o 1 co. 

m(107kll Syntex Facility I /  Verona 1-m 

/I 245 1 1  02 1 1  NJ Syncon Resins 11 South Kearny 
.....I 

Purity Oil Sales, Malaga II 247 I/ 09 I/ CA II Inc. I/ /I II 
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Enterprise Avenue 1 Philadelphia I[ RS 11 0 I 
Groveland Wells .mmm 

~~~ SCRDI Dixiana 

mmI/PAI Presque Isle mmI/NJI Williams Property 

[qmw Fulbright Landfill 

Cayce (RFSTI 

Erie DD 
Swainton DD 
Springfield 
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mmFI 
(310mpl mm/IRI1 
~~~l 
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Ninth Avenue Dump Gary EIID 
Gurley Pit Edmondson p F - - - - - ~ l  
Peterson/Puritan, Inc. Lincoln/Cumberland n m  
Times Beach Site Times Beach [IF[ 
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lqmpl 
mmpl mmpl 
[qmI/Kyl 

~ - -  

Asbestos Dump Millington 

Lee's Lane Landfill Louisville DD 
Frit Industries Walnut Ridge 

Fultz Landfill Jackson Township n m  
Tri-City Oil 
Conservationist, Inc --- 

1328mp] mmm WmF] mmpl 
m / 1 0 1 m ' P S C  mmp( ____-- 

/IRF 1 1 °  ll 
1- 

Coshocton Landfill Franklin Township - T I  
Lord-Shope Landfill Girard Township 

IMC Corp. (Yakima Pit) Yakima DD 
Northern Engraving Co. Sparta EID 

Resources Palmer D E I  
Forest Waste Products Otisville 

(3361/04p[ 
(337m//MII 
[338mm 
m m / I D E I N e w  

m/105Fl 

DD 
H averford DD 

Morris Arsenic Dump Morris DD 

Palmetto Wood Preserving Dixianna 

Clare Water supply Clare 

Havertown PCP 

Castle Spill New Castle County n m  

National Priorities List - Final Sites - Group 8 
- /RANK/Im/IST// Site name * 

mmm Johns-Manville Corp. 

m/105Fl Chem Central [qmFl Novaco Industries 

m)102m Jackson Township Landfill 

m/(05m.K&L Avenue Landfill 
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Wau keg an DD 
Temperance DEI 
Wyoming Township -//I 
Jackson Township mm 
Oshtemo Township 

W m W - P e r h a m  

mmJlhrlll/ 
Arsenic Site Perham DD 

jRa Charlevoix Municipal Well Charlevoix 
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m/102m [ q m m  

/I Vestal Water Supply Vestal 
Well 1-1 II 
U.S. Radium Corp. mmr 
Highlands Acid Pit l H i g h l a n d s m r  

II 

1364 1105 IIMI 1 m m m  
Medblum Industries loscoda IIF 1 1  
United Creosoting Co. .mnr 

1 1  357 I /  03 1 1  PA /I  Resin Disposal Jefferson / /  Borough II 
Libby Ground Water Libby 
Contamination I1 // l l  

I362 11 01 11 NH /ISavage Municipal I/ Milford 1 1  RS /I 0 Water Supply 

~ - i q ~ ~ ~ / R ~  
--I, 

l ~ ~ ~ ' B a x t e r i U n i D n P a c i f i c ~ / D / I  Tie Treating 

Minker/Stout/Romaine II 3'3 / I  O7 1 1  Mo 1 1  Creek 
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I375 11 03 I /  WV I 
[q F1 --- 
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Leetown Pesticide I Leetown I/  R‘ I /  0 I 
Ca bot/Ko ppers p G X - - - l ~ ~ [  

I I I 

m//02Pl 
/ 3 8 3 m / I N H I . A u b u r n  

~~~[ 

11 Old Bridge 1 1  1 1  377 1 1  02 1 1  NJ 1 1  Evor Phillips Leasing Township 

Fulton Terminals / F u l t o n m r ]  
Pike Chemical, Inc. ~~~1 

Road Landfill 

II 

I394 11 01 11 ME I 

mj/05Fl 
m//06/IAR[ 
--- 

/I 

Winthrop Landfill I Winthrop IIVF 1 1  I I 

Zanesville Well Field mmm Cecil Lindsey mmm 
I I I 1 

// II 

Coheral Mills/Henkel /I Minneapolis /I / I  385 1 1  05 1 1  MN 11 Corp. ll 
1 1  386 /I 05 1 1  OH / /  Laskin/Poplar Oil Co. Township /I Jefferson / lo I1 

Swope Oil & Chemical 
co. 1391 1102 /INJ 1 1  /I IIVR 1 1 1  1 

1...., 

Eau Claire Municipal 1 )  Eau Claire 11 ( 1  ’’7 ( 1  O5 1 1  wI 1 )  Well Field II II 
Grand Traverse Overall Creilickville 1Io5 /IMi //supply co. /I lID / /  11 

I...., 
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South Andover Site j A n d o v e r m I /  
Diamond Alkali Co. ~m-7 
Kentwood Landfill ( K e n t w o o d m r  
Electrovoice p i i i z r l ~ j j  
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VmFI 
Z G l ~ ~ I  

Marion (Bragg) Dump ~mmr 
Pristine, Inc. ~ ~ ~ - i - - - - -  
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'iii'-l/102//NYI 
-/103F[ 

Solvent Savers mmr 
U.S. Titanium ' j P i n e y R i v e r r n I j  

q m m  
' ~ ~ ~ 1  

MGM Brakes p z z - l ~ ~  
Bayou Sorrel1 pziqmr 
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Oconomowoc 

Inc. 
05 WI Electroplating Co. Ashippin 

f l ~ ~ l G o u l d ,  Inc. ii Portland im' I I I  

I I I I U  

484/103IIPA/ 
qmI/OHI a m m  

475 1 1  04 11 SC I[Carolawn, Inc. 11 Fort Lawn 1 1  RF I/ 0 11 
....., 

I I-- 

Westline Site p i i G G - ~ ~ l  
Powell Road Landfill /Dayton-// 
lonia City Landfill nmF/ 

476 1 1  03 1 1  PA 1 1  Berks Sand Pit 1 1  Townsh i D /I R 

q m m  

477 1 1  05 1 1  MI 1 1  Sparta Landfill 1 1  TownshiD 

GE Wiring Devices mmm 
New Lyme Landfill 'mmm 

II 
1 1  Morristown ACME Solvent 

(Morristown Plant) 

479 1 )  04 11 FL 11 Hipps Road Landfill 11 Duval County 1 1  D II II 

/ I  RF 
Pepper Steel & Medley 
Alloys, Inc. ll 

481 1 )  01 1 1  ME 1 1  O'Connor Co. 1 1  Augusta II D II II 
D 

483 11 05 1 1  MI /I Rasmussen's Dump Il?EEk 
IIR II 

487 1 1  08 11 CO 11 Lincoln Park 11 Canon City 1 1  D II II 
11 Lebanon Wedzeb 

Enterprises, Inc. 

Woodland Route 72 Woodland I/  Township 491 1 1 ° 2  llNJ IIDumD II /I 
d U U L  -- 
amllpdll RCA Del Caribe ii Barceloneta i y i n l  
493 I( 03 1 1  PA 1 1  Brodhead Creek 1 1  Stroudsburg 1 1  RF II 0 II 

1 1  Cowallis United Chrome 
494 Ill0 IIORl/ Products, Inc. /I 
495 1105 I M I  IlAndenon 11Adrian I/D I/ 11 Development Co. 
~~- 
496 1 1  05 )I MI 1 1  Shiawassee River 1 1  Howell II D II II 
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m/105Fl 
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Gallaway Pits mmF] 
Big D Campground 
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1 1  Kirkwood Harvey & Knott 
Drum, Inc. 

National Priorities List - Final Sites - Group 11 
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Total Sites Listed: 538. 

* = States' Designated Top Priority Sites. 

#: V=Voluntary or negotiated response; R=Federal and State response; F=Federal 
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enforcement; S=State enforcement; D=Actions to be determined. 

8: I=lrnplementation activity underway, one or more operable units; O=One or more 
operable units completed, others may be underway; C=lmplernentation activity 
completed for all operable units. 

[FR Doc. 84-26979 Filed 10-12-84: 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 6500-604 

OSWER Home I Superfund Home I Oil Program Home 

EPA Home I Privacy and Security Notice I Contact Us 

Last updated on Monday, April 7th, 2003 
URL: http://www.epa.gov/superfund/sites/npl/p841015.htm 
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